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- The MAILING DATE of this communication app ars on th cov r sheet with the correspondenc address ~ 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)D Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)(3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 21 3. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) KI Claim(s) 1-13 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-13 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) Q The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

1 3) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)QAII b)Q Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) Q Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attachment(s) 

1) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). . 

2) CD Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) 0 Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . In response to the Board of Appeals remand to the examiner, mailed July 22, 
2002, the finality of the office action mailed May 7, 1999 rejection has been withdrawn. 

2. The indicated allowability of claim 13 is withdrawn; rejections based on new 
grounds of rejection follow. 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-6, 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. The Board of Appeals applied a rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph pursuant to the provisions of 37 CFR 1.196(b); 
that rejection is repeated in this office action. Specifically, it is unclear if base claim 1 
requires a nozzle ger se or a nozzle in combination with a combustion engine. For the 
purpose of examination, in view of the comments in the Reply Brief filed May 16, 2000, 
the examiner has assumed the combination is claimed. 

5. In claims 4, 5 and 6, reference is made to "annular disbursement of fuel" (claim 
4), "a fuel inlet port", "an oxidizing inlet port" (claim 5) and "a flow path of an oxidizing 
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agent" (claim 6). These passages are considered to be statements of intended use and 
are not considered by the examiner to be statements of intended use not further limiting 
the structure of the claimed device. 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1 and 3-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Vaznaian et al (US 4,827,888) in view of Tice (US 1,166,560) and Lorraine (US 
5,531 ,202). Vaznaian et al disclose an injection nozzle for injecting a nitrous oxide/fuel 
mixture to a combustion chamber (col. 1, lines 8-64). The nozzle comprises a body 
member (base member 19) having an inlet end and an outlet end; the body member 
defines an angular bore and a straight bore with the angular bore intersecting the 
straight bore (see figure 2). A tube (fuel line 13), concentric with the straight bore and in 
fluid communication with the straight bore inlet is provided which forms, in combination 
with the body member, an annular channel around the tube (see figure 2). Vaznaian et 
al disclose a preferred embodiment having an angled outlet but also teach other outlet 
configurations are usable (col. 3, lines 33-40). The reference is silent as to these 
configurations - applicant claims an outlet configuration wherein the tube is substantially 
flush with the outlet end of the body member and a plurality of spaced outlet ports are 
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distributed around a central port. Tice (US 1,166,560), for example, discloses an 
annular passage about a center opening (page 1 , lines 66-71 , figure 2). Tice does not 
disclose spaced ports; however, Lorraine suggests multiple passages leading to ports 
so as to impinge on the center stream in order to assist in forming fuel droplets (col. 2, 
lines 1 1 -1 7). It would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to use an 
outlet such as disclosed by Tice as an alternative configuration recognized by Vaznaian 
et al. Furthermore, one would be motivated to replace the annular channel in Tice's 
configuration with impinging passages and outlets as suggested by Lorraine in order to 
aid in forming fuel droplets. 

Regarding claims 9 and 10, Tice discloses coplanar ports defined by a body 
member (see figure 2). 

Regarding claims 3, 4, 10 and 11, while Tice shows a unitary nozzle in figure 2, 
one in the art would appreciate using separate pieces such as a flange member to 
define the openings at the end of the nozzle. One would be motivated to do so, for 
example, in order to vary the nozzle orifice sizes for different applications or to allow 
replacement of worn orifices without having to replace the entire nozzle. 

Regarding claim 12, an angle greater then five degrees is disclosed by Vaznaian 
et al (see figure 1 ). 

Regarding claim 13, Vaznaian et al discloses a threaded region as claimed (col. 
3, lines 50-53). 
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8. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vaznaian 
et al (US 4,827,888), Tice (US 1,166,560) and Lorraine (US 5,531,202) as applied to 
claim 1 above and further in view of Fukushima et al (US 5,492,573). Vaznaian et al 
discloses a body member made of aluminum (col. 3, lines 41-42); applicant claims 
stainless steel. 

Fukushima et al teaches stainless steel for use in fuel injectors to take advantage 
of the material's corrosion resistance. It would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to use stainless steel in Vaznaian et al as modified in order to take 
advantage of the corrosion resistant properties as suggested by Fukushima et al. 

9. Claims 7-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gauthier et al (US 874,666). Gauthier et al discloses a nozzle having a body member 
with an annular bore and a straight bore with a tube concentric with the straight bore; a 
plurality of radially spaced outlet ports are located around a central outlet port (see 
figures 1 and 2 & page 1 , lines 62-75). As shown in figure 1 , the inlet end of the tube is 
threaded through a coupling member which engages the inlet end of the straight bore 
(at top of the body in the figure); an additional coupling member is used to connect a 
gas supply line to the tube. The reference is silent as to a coupling member engaging 
the inlet end of the angular bore. However, providing a coupling to engage an inlet end 
of a nozzle is well known and conventional and one in the art would appreciate 
providing a coupling to attach a supply line to the inlet of the angular bore in Gauthier et 
al. In addition, one reading Gauthier et al's disclosure would be motivated to use a 
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threaded coupling, similar to that shown attached to the inlet end of the tube in Gauthier 
et al, in order to allow removal of the nozzle from the gas supply line for replacement, 
cleaning or repair of the nozzle. It would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to provide a coupling at the inlet end of the angular bore in Gauthier et al as 
is conventional in the art and to allow replacement, cleaning or repair of the nozzle. 

Regarding claim 8, the ports are substantially coplanar (see figure 1). 

Regarding claims 9-11, Gauthier et al discloses a mouth-piece (g) that would 
meet the requirements of claim 1 0. While the embodiments for the outlet ports of claims 
9 and 1 1 are not disclosed, one in the art would appreciate other equivalent structures 
such as ports defined in the body member or by the association of a flange/body 
member are also usable and within the skill of one in the art to employ. 

Regarding claim 12, an angle greater then five degrees is disclosed by Gauthier 
et al (see figure 1). 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Richard Crispino whose telephone number is (703) 
308-3853. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 6:30-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Crispino can be reached on (703) 308-3853. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 
872-9306. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0661. 




RICHARD CRISPINO 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 1700 



